at least twb load balancers connected to said network; and 
a requestor connected to said network; 

wherein each of said at least two load balancers is operative to determine 
the network proximity of said/^uestor, and wherein at least one of said load balancers 
is operative to designate a c|6ses/one of said load balancers by ranking said load 
balancers by network proximity and to direct requests from either of said requestor and 
a subnet of said requestor to said\closest load balancer; 

wherein said network^proximity is determined by at least one of latency 
and number of hops between said requestor and^ each of said at least two servers.- 

REMARKS 

Applicants express their appreciation to Examiner Kenneth Coulter for the 
courtesy of an interview which was granted to applicants' representative, Sanford T. 
Colb (Reg. No. 26,856 in parent application Serial No. 09/115,643). The interview was 
held on January 17, 2000. The substance of the interview is set forth in the Interview 
Summary issued in that application. 

The application now contains claims 5-11,13 and 1 8-27. 

Claims 5-11 and 18-23 stood rejected in the parent application under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yu. Yu does indeed show 
non-geographical load balancing but does not show load balancing based on network 
proximity which takes into account either the number of hops or latency. 

Claim 5 has been amended to specify and new claims 22 and 23 specify load 
balancing based on network proximity which is determined by at least one of latency 
and number of hops between a requestor and each of at least two servers. 
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Claim 18 has been amended to specifv loa , h „ . 

"™" ~'" 9 * -* of 

New claims 24 2'i nnH 

P belwecn fte "ouestor and each of at least w « 
SWProCeSSi "-^--ho fl h 9at , easttwosewrs 
N« Calm » „„„ (q 

.of, ,::z—^ 

Inasmuch na all of the claims specify load ho, • 
ol* lsS . 11md18 , 7are3llowab(e: ™^<"^.«^l i evo <ft ha ta „ uf 

In view of (he foregoing amendments, „h, ch ^ „ „ 
Pn-on. Invention and the p ri0f art „ ' , ** 

ofthe app „ Catlon js respeotfu(Iy requested 
Respectfully submitted 

_ ....^-* 

lanford T. Coib ~ 
ioo>7s_i ^ Reg. No. 26,856 


the 
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